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Chapter 1 
1.1 Introduction 
In today’s society we are exposed in every way to the media. Radio, television, commercial-
adds everywhere we look in the social sphere, all trying to shape our opinion. All this 
exposure is contributing to peoples understanding, and the effects of it for ordinary people 
may not always be as clear as it could be. There is no doubt that this modern society of ours 
we must be affected unconsciously by the technology of the mass media. 
What we want to investigate and look further into is the handling of the media concerning 
fundamentalism.  
An aspect of the news media caught our attention when the case of Norwegian terrorist 
Anders Behring Breivik who surfaced on the 22 of July 2011. The covering from Norway 
concerning the attack that started out with unknown information and guessing, providing the 
public wrong and half-truth information. The media and news organizations quickly played 
the religious fundamentalist terrorist label, underlying Islamic fundamentalism. The news 
story went from one representation to another when it became clear that the attacker was in 
fact Norwegian, claming to be a Christian Crusader. 
We are looking at the semiotic use in video clips and how Anders Breivik is being alienated 
in the media. We are also looking at video clips from two different days, and comparing the 
different information available.  
 
1.2 PROBLEM AREA 
The 22nd of July 2011, Anders B. Breivik turned Oslo, Norway and the island of Utøya into a 
disaster-strucked area by bombing the government building in Oslo, and the shoot down of 
political active youngsters at Utøya. The attack started with the bombing in Oslo, and there 
after Breivik drove down to the ferry landing and sailed disguised as a policeman to the island 
of Utøya, approximately two hours after the bombing in Oslo, the gunning down of the 
youngsters continued for additionally another two hours. In total 77 people died as a result of 
his actions.1 
The news reports quickly speculated in the origin of the attacker, and his affiliation of his 
specific religious view, with a minimum of information known to the news broadcast. The 
speculations were broad, and our area of interest departs in the representation of the attacker 
as a fundamentalist. As a result of the news attempt to alienate him from the well-adjusted 
population, hereby meant the norm, in connection to the difference as the illustration of 
                                                
1  Above Top Secret 24/7/2011 
Breivik as an “other”, we will with the use of two different news broadcasts from Fox News 
and ABC News thereby shed light on the representation of Breivik as an other.  
Our way of investigating the phenomenon of the otherness will be conducted as a case study 
with the empirical data as the news clips, and with the use of Stuart Halls book 
“Representation: cultural representations and signifying practices”, and the theory of “the 
spectacle of the “other”.” In connection with this theory we will apply Lilie Chouliaraki terms 
on the media, we will use this as an analytical tools for the use of analyzing our news cases.  
We assume that through a firm investigation of this representation of the otherness in the 
media, that people are divided in groupings of us and them, that you are either with us or 
against us, with us being the majority of the society, who conforms to the rules and laws in 
the society we will be able to collect enough information in order to conduct and present a 
valid analysis in which we enlighten the portrayal of Anders Breivik in our chosen media. 
And there for we ask:  
 
1.3 PROBLEMFORMULATION  
To what extent is Anders B. Breivik represented in the notion of fundamentalism in the 
media?  
 
1.3.1 Research question 
How is the reason for his actions represented in the media? 
How is the otherness and differences illustrated in the news? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1.4 METHOD:  
This investigation is a case study of a comparative element, our way of investigating the 
chosen news clips, makes the approach to a qualitative project, with ontological view as 
constructionism, here reality is seen as social constructed world, the social actor continually 
construct this reality so as reality is never stagnant, but is a constantly evolving phenomenon 
(Bryman, Allan, 2008:19) the epistemology of constructionism is interpretivism “an 
epistemological position that requires the social scientist to grasp the subjective meaning of 
social actions.”2   
By the choice of our ontology, the validity and reliability can be questioned because within 
the representation of reality our perception will be bias and presented towards our own 
specific version of social reality, when in actuality there is not one true reality, because reality 
is constructed and reconstructed through time and social interaction. (Bryman, Allan, 
2008:19-20) This leads us to an inductive approach as of we started with an observation and 
idea of our investigation field, and afterwards build our theory upon our empirical data. 
 
We are investigating the illustration in which the concept of the otherness is relevant to our 
area of interest. Had we chosen a quantitative approach instead, we would have had to use 
statistic, such as comparing the use of word fundamentalism in the two news clips. Introduced 
here: 
Fox News, “Media Brand Norwegian Maniac a ‘Christian Extremist’” 03.51 minutes long, 
26/7/2011. 
ABC News, “Anders Behring Breivik to Face Judge in Norway”, 03.03 minutes long, 
25/7/2011. 
The two video clips represent two different areas of news broadcasting, the Fox News media 
covers the conservative and religious part of the news sector, mainly in America as it is there 
it resides. The news anchors are great religious and in strong favor of the republican party in 
the U.S, as they share the same values. A news clip from Fox News can provide an insight 
into what can be seen as the extreme right-wing, and they can easier extravagant their news, 
and use colored adjectives to describe the news, it can be argued that they also have a way of 
neglecting the truth, as seen in the chosen video clip, the talk-show host, Bill O’relliy refuses 
to see any link between Anders Breivik and his actions to Christianity, we are not arguing for 
or against Anders Breivik as a Christian crusader, but he himself saw him as a Christian 
crusader acting in the name of Christianity.  
Where as the other clip is from ABC network, which is a private owned company, as they are 
owned by the Walt Disney Company they have to be in some way neutral in the public sphere 
and has another set of rules to what can be said in the news sphere. Their political agenda is 
not cleary specified compared to Fox News, but they call themselves political neutral and 
refuses to report anything that is not part of the governments agenda,3 and as seen in the clip it 
uses more time in trying to understand the background of Anders Brevik and his actions, the 
news anchors do not express their own feelings and believes through the media and even in 
extreme cases as Anders Breivik’s have to stay neutral, they cannot use extravagant adjectives 
to describe the man Anders Breivik, they can use terms as horrific in order to describe the 
actions, but have to stay in some way neutral and cannot imply specific views.  
  
1.5 USE OF THEORY  
Our project will be build upon the theory of Stuart Hall. Our keyconcepts conducted from this 
theory will be in alliance of representation on how to formulate an opinon on the concepts of 
meaning from a cultural point of view, and by this creating a way of conducting social 
interactions of the majority. When this formations of ”meaning” has been grounded, the 
common understandings and behaviors within a given culture in society is defined. From 
there on, we will take the concept of difference in use and marginalize the ones who are 
outside culture and society. By this differenzation the concept of fundementalism will be 
introduces as a fixed concept. We will additionally apply general concepts of how TV is used 
to shape a public opinion, and which tools can be used in order to do this. The concepts are 
written by Lilie Chouliaraki and is being presented in her report of ”Spectacular ethichs, On 
the television footage of the Iraq war”. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                   
2  Bryman, Allan, 2008:694 
3  Pind An Post, 25/08/2011 
Chapter 2 
2.1 Stuart Hall 
 
Representation and culture are largely connected to each other by the fact that the way Stuart 
Hall perceives culture is with the ’shared meanings’4 in a specific culture. A common 
denominator is as well the language. Because it is through this we create and exchange a 
meaning, the way we ’make sense’5 of things or interactions. Looking at culture, the meaning 
of how we understand and interpret concepts is crucial for our common ground in which we 
understand each other clear and are able to get our point across to one another. In fact 
language is the backbone that connects culture and meaning together.  
 
”Language is able to do this because it operates as a representational system. In language, 
we use signs and symbols - whether they are sounds, written words, electronically produced 
images, musical notes, even objects - to stand for or represent to other people our concepts, 
ideas and feelings. Language is one of the ’media’ through which thoughts, ideas and feelings 
are represented in a culture.”6 
That is why and how language can be such a strong factor to construct meaning and 
understanding to be comprehended for both parts in resembling ways. It is indeed a 
representational system and constructs meaning through its process.  
 
The definition of culture has changed through time and covers all aspects in society from arts 
to education. 
”In more traditional definitions of the term, culture is said to embody the ’best that has been 
thought and said’ in a society. It is the sum of the great ideas, as represented in the classic 
works of literature, painting, music and philosophy - the ’high culture’ of an age.”7 
The first sentence goes in connection to language as the constructer of ’shared meanings’ and 
relates to a more traditional definition of what culture has been.  While the following shows in 
which ways the weight of defining culture has later been combined with. The definition of 
culture has gradually grown with the evolving of our society and become more modern, 
                                                
4  Hall, Stuart, 1997: 1 
5  ibid, 1 
6  ibid, 1 
7  ibid, 2 
whereas the traditional definition of culture were elaborated on and additional representations 
such as the entertainment area has increased, now music is more available than ever and is for 
everyone not only to enjoy but also to produce with the introduction of Youtube, this is called 
’mass culture’ or ’popular culture’. (Hall, Stuart, 1997:2) This term touches upon what the 
majority of people are occupied with in the given society and is now defined as ’a way of life’ 
or ’shared values’ of society or a group.  
”Primarily, culture is concerned with the production and the exchange of meanings - the 
’giving and taking of meaning’ - between the members of a society or group.”8 
”Meaning” is here the keyword within culture and is of importance in the way for the sense of 
belonging to the ’world’. This is seen in similar ways, so that the way of expressing feelings 
and emotions can be understood clearly. This not only relies on the person speaking but also 
for the person receiving and interpreting the information. 
”It is participants in a culture who give meaning to people, objects and events. Things ’in 
themselves’ rarely if ever have any one, single, fixed and unchanging meaning.”9 
Feelings and emotions toward an expression is what creates meaning in the given context. The 
way we as people in a culture express our thoughts and ideas about a representation is what 
gives meaning to it.  
”… we give things meaning by how we represent them - the words we use about them, the 
stories we tell about them, the images of them we produce, the emotions we associate with 
them, the ways we classify and conceptualize them, the values we place on them.”10  
We build and construct the meanings like a game of tetris, we try to fit the definitions of 
terms, but e.g. the definition of love in the West compared to the definition of love in Asia, 
the term of love is different because meanings are categorized by our knowledge, value, 
interpretation and use of them.  
 
Investigating this on a more micro oriented level we are curious of where the meanings are 
being produced and upheld.  
Many processes take place throughout these processes of created ‘meanings’. Culture is what 
categorize and give membership to different groups within society and the given culture.  
“Meaning is constantly being produced and exchanged in every personal and social 
interaction in which we take part. […] It is also produced in a variety of different media; 
                                                
8  Hall, Stuart, 1997:2 
9  ibid, 3 
10 ibid, 3 
especially, these days, in the modern mass media….”11  
The mass media in today’s society is faster and circulates at the fastest paste ever known, and 
by use of these technological tools, the news moves across societies and culture.  
The production of meaning happens everyday and is incorporated in rituals of behaving in 
society, and it is throughout actions that values are given the meaning. 
“Meaning also regulate and organize our conduct and practices - they help to set the rules, 
norms and conventions by which social life is ordered and governed.”12 
Therefore the element of power enters and the ones who wish to govern and in somewhat try 
to control the behavior and ideas in people will try to regulate the development, which within 
the meaning is created in order to uphold the culture. 
In creating meaning an important factor is language, language is used for communication and 
if two or more persons share the same language the sense of belonging and membership are 
strengthened i.e. the nation state and its population. “Members of the same culture must share 
sets of concepts, images and ideas which enable them to think and feel about the world, and 
thus to interpret the world, in roughly similar ways.”13 
That is why the codes of culture are crucial for upholding correlation between people in a 
society.  Feelings, behavior and thoughts contribute to the representation of culture and people 
of different origin can be able to communicate but the essence of the perception of same 
meaning is important for understanding and a sense of belonging. 
“Language is the way of expression and entails representations e.g. body language and 
understanding that is bound to it.14  
Language can be written and spoken to transform feelings and ideas verbally. Sounds and 
body language can be used as signs to make distinction for example through clothes.  
“Signs stand for or represent our concepts, ideas and feelings in such a way as to enable 
others to ‘read’, decode or interpret their meaning in roughly the same way that we do.”15 
The same thing happens in the mass media. 
Language is a carrier of representation it self, and visual images can be interpreted as such as 
well. The practice of symbols is there to give meaning of belonging and is interchangeable 
connected to knowledge. 
                                                
11  Hall, Stuart, 1997: 3 
12  ibid, 4 
13  ibid, 4 
14  ibid, 4 
15  Hall, Stuart, 1997: 5 
It is through language and culture that ‘definitions’ are made such as being British can also 
entail being of African descent. 
Material and natural world is there to make the distinction and we take these expressions to us 
and give them meaning from the way they are represented. 
The representation arises after the meaning as of the meaning is always there, and is 
constructed through patterns. 
The semiotic approach of studying signs is important to define the use as a tool in culture. 
 
2.1.1 Otherness and difference 
 
The fascination of other and different cultures has been an alluring phenomenon for several 
years. We want to investigate and understand the representation and differences of “other”. In 
some scenarios we choose to distance our self instead of wanting to embrace the differences 
and this leads to an alienation of other cultures and lifestyles. 
The categories and attributes that can set us apart from each other can be gender, sexuality, 
class, and religion. 
We have chosen Stuart Hall’s theory on “The Otherness” for our theory in this project due to 
its relevance for our investigation. 
 
Representation is seen in various concepts and terms but for our investigation we have chosen 
to look into the concept of difference, stereotyping and the way this otherness is being 
represented. Difference and stereotyping contributes to the politic of representation.  
Representation here will be illustrated as a practice and concept, with this theory we want to 
learn more about what representation is and how it is used.  
“Representation is a complex business and, especially when dealing with ’difference’, it 
engages feelings, attitudes and emotions and it mobilizes fears and anxieties in the viewer, at 
deeper levels than we can explain in a simple, common-sense way.”16 
  
The meaning of text and image is important for us, the text captures some elements in the 
language and pictures sets the image of what wants to be captured. So these two discourses 
are important for the meanings we receive. (Hall, Stuart, 1997: 228) 
The ‘otherness’ has become the object of representation and we want to see why and how 
representation is illustrated through the media to show this difference and otherness. The 
                                                
16  Hall, Stuart, 1997: 226 
discursive-formations, in which the media is practicing is to illustrate this otherness and 
difference. 
 
2.1.2 Concept of differences: the difference is  
 
1. …a linguistic approach.  
“…’difference’ matters because it is essential to meaning; without it, meaning could not 
exist.”17  
 The important factor is to have a word that can have the opposite, for example black versus 
white and it is this difference that contains the meaning. Or i.e. in nationality, as nationality is 
bound to a certain country, within the boarders of the country and not a continuation of other 
nationalities. It is the difference that is the signifier of the message.  Whether it is white vs. 
black, either vs. extreme the possibility of containing both qualities such as being British and 
black is contested because the usual perception of British has not contained being black 
beforehand and has always been assumed to be white. 
So for us to grasp the meaning it is essential that we look upon the difference in the 
oppositions. These binary oppositions can on the other hand be questioned because it is 
discussed that there is not really a total opposite to something.  
What is really needed to say is that these opposites go hand in hand with each other with a 
power balance that one is more dominant then the other. The relation of power having one 
more dominant in today’s culture such as white, men, masculine, upper class instead of only 
putting black and white against each other or men vs. women. 
 
2… also an explanation from Mikhail Bakhtin18 and derives its interpretation and meaning 
from language but; 
“The argument here is that we need ‘difference’ because we can only construct meaning 
through a dialogue with the ‘Other’.”19  
The dialogue it self is essential for the creation of meaning. In a dialogue with two, three or 
                                                
17  ibid, 234 
18  Mikhail Bakhtin ”The great Russian linguistic and critic.” p. 235”Mikhail Bakhtin, in full 
Mikhail Mikhailovich Bakhtin (born Nov. 17 (…) 1895, Orel, Russia-- died March 7, 1975, 
Moscow, U.S.S.R.), Russian literary theorist and philosopher of language whose wide-
ranging ideas significantly influenced Western thinking in cultural history, linguistics, literary 
theory, and aesthetics.”20.11.11 on Encyclopedia Britannica, 
http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/49580/Mikhail-Bakhtin  
19  Hall, Stuart, 1997: 235 
more people speaking the meaning arise. 
 Not for the word to belong to anyone but in the construction of dialogue between the 
speakers. “”The word in language is half someone else’s. It becomes ‘one’s own’ only 
when… the speaker appropriates the word, adapting it to his own semantic expressive 
intention. Prior to this … the word does not exist in a neutral or impersonal language … 
rather it exists in other people’s mouths, serving other people’s intentions: it is from there 
that one must take the word and make it one’s own’.”20 Through this interaction the struggle 
of meaning occurs when a word is given another association then originally. Modification is 
meet in the dialogue with the words that we use and speak and is transformed from one to 
another. The critic of his theory is however that no meaning can truly encompass the same 
and that no group can ever be in charge of what the meaning is. It is always a negotiation of 
two parts or more because for example in our case, what is meant to be fundamentalist 
whether is a Christian or an Islamic one. Because we have to know first what does the one 
think of the other and on this, what meaning do they negotiate about each other. 
3…. an anthropological point of view and explanation, 
“The argument here is that culture depends on giving things meaning by assigning them to 
different positions within a classificatory system. The marking ‘difference’ is thus the basis of 
that symbolic order which we call culture.”21  
The classificatory systems are made by social groups to impose this meaning and organize 
them. Going back to number one the first explanatory concept, we discovered when these 
binary oppositions are connected, and this itself is fairly important for the classification due to 
the fact of the difference they entail. Hall then gives examples of categorizing i.e. Food. Main 
course or starters, raw or cooked and emphasizes on the notion of their difference for the basic 
cultural meaning. (Hall, Stuart, 1997: 236) 
 The critical part is when a word fails to fit any given category and “interferences” with the 
cultural order.  As for example being black and British at the same time. 
“Stable cultures require things to stay in their appointed place. Symbolic boundaries keep the 
categories ‘pure’, giving cultures their unique meaning and identity. What unsettles culture is 
‘matter out of place’- the breaking of our unwritten rules and codes.”22  
It is inevitable not to come across a meaning that interferes with the symbolic boundaries of 
culture, and when this occurs, the classification needs to be restored.  
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22  ibid, 236 
Within culture the symbolic boundaries are upheld and this classification is supporting the 
stigmatization of ’others’ and defining what is pure or not. This alienation creates more 
attraction as it is outside of the cultural order and is somehow dangerous.  
 
2.1.3 Stereotyping 
One of the ways in which we distinguish others and practice the representational signifying 
practice is by stereotyping. What stereotyping essentially does is to give people basic and 
essential characteristics. 
Racial difference could be a representation of stereotyping in a signifying practice. Richard 
Dyer (1977) classifies stereotyping in two categories which is interconnected, they are 
‘typing’ and ‘stereotyping’. (Hall, Stuart, 1997: 257) 
Typing is used to as the first step to understand the world and without it, it would only make 
matters of understanding quite difficult. 
“We understand the world by referring individual objects, people or events in our heads to 
the general classificatory schemes into which- according to our culture- they fit.”23  
The production of meaning at first hand is given by this categorization, which we have seen in 
one shape, and has categorized as for example a table, or a chair or a tree. The concept and 
category is used to make sense and to know something about i.e. persons. We connect 
attributes and connect them to memberships of different groups that he or she could fit in. It 
can be everything from mood to gender, age, work, class and religion to mention a few. 
Then the person is gradually categorized from the personality they have so they can fit in the 
category of ’always happy’ or ’depressed’ and so on. The more we get to know the person the 
better we can categorize them in the typing.    
“In broad terms, then. ’a type’ is any simple, vivid, memorable, easily grasped and widely 
recognized characterization in which a few traits are fore grounded and change or 
“development” is kept to a minimum.” (Hall, Stuart, 1997: 257)  
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2.2 Lilie Chouliaraki 
 
Spectacular ethics 
 
Television is a form of public sphere, in which current affairs can be debated and this 
provides TV the opportunity to judge and deliberate over any issue of common interest. This 
gives TV a powerful position to, through images, to effect the public opinion.24 
The research of Chouliaraki confirms the role of the media in shaping public opinion, but the 
idea that the media is ‘complicit’ with government may suggest that television is operating as 
an instrument of propaganda, i.e. at the service of the military project of 
the coalition in the Iraq war. Despite the relevant controversy of shaping the public opinion, 
this has not been a issue in the case of the media reporting on the war in Iraq. 
   In order for the media throughout television  to shape public opinion the term of ’space of 
appearance’ becomes relavant.  The term `space of apperance´ is used to define public sphere 
not only as language and deliberation, but also in accordance to visibility and as a space of 
images.(Chouliaraki, Lilie, 2005:145)  
”Butler uses the term in the way as public sphere of television is about spectacle, covering 
both what is seen and heard but also to emphasize emotions and arguments, it is about what 
is `felt´ and what is `known´.”25 
For the media and television to be appealing to peoples emotional sides and effecting them 
with specific chosen information the shaping and effects of it becomes stronger.  
When portraying violence in television it is easy for TV to shape the public opinion, and 
when dealing with war journalists it has to consider how they portray the war, Chouliaraki 
introduces `the analytics of mediation´.(Chouliaraki, Lilie, 2005:146) 
 
When capturing moments wanted to be used as footage by the media, the most important 
technological device today is the camera. With this everything is captured within the moment 
and by the help of computers it can be cut and edited into precisely whatever message the 
sender wants to stage and distribute to the recipient. 
The camera present creates an ability to receive footages live, and makes it including on a safe 
distance. The effect of `voiceover´, can according to Chouliaraki, be dived into three 
categories, `update´, `this-is-what-we-see´ and `once-upon-a time´ they all seek to combine 
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the elements of the images showed and the actions taking place.(Chouliaraki, Lilie, 2005:148) 
With the use of these elements the media contributes news and stories all over the world. 
History takes place and we all follow the stream sometimes without question. 
We hear, see, look and construct our perception through the examples of these verbs by the 
given images to create a personal point of view to an order of chronology. This combined 
with the human perception of time together with the use of the personal point of view 
construe the voiceover as a particular type of story-telling: the testimony of an eye-witness as 
an example of  this.(Chouliaraki, Lilie, 2005:151) 
These terms gives us tools for analyzing the media in accordance to them playing a part to the 
shaping of the public opinion and gives us insight to the way images are being showed. This 
is particually useful for our approach and development in our project because we are 
investigating how the medias representation of Breivik as a fundamentalist and the ’other’ is 
illustrated. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.3 Fundamentalism 
 
The concept originates from southern California, end of nineteenth- start of twentieth- century 
where two believing brothers Milton and Lyman Stewart started on a five-year program for a 
series of sponsored brochures directed and sent free to  
“’English-speaking Protestant pastors, evangelists, missionaries, theological professors, 
theological students, YMCA secretaries, Sunday School superintendents, religious lay 
workers, and editors or religious publications throughout the world’. Entitled The 
Fundamentals: A Testimony of Truth (…)”26  
They wanted to shine on and share their religious beliefs and the fundamentals of 
Protestantism. Because of their faith and belief in judgment day they saw it as their duty to 
inform as many people as possible of their truth. Both brothers where active businessmen in 
the industrialized market and had a rivalry with another businessman, John D. Rockefeller.  
The rivaling businessman had said something at the university, and the co-working brothers 
pastors said about him  
“… ’something that one of those infidel professors in Chicago University had published’. 
Chicago Divinity School, a hotbed of liberalism, had been founded and endowed by John D. 
Rockefeller.”27    
This later, after 3 millions copies of The Fundamentals were circulated worldwide came a 
conservative Baptist editor in the 1920’s and said; “’Fundamentalists’, he declared, ’were 
those who were ready to do battle royal for The Fundamentals.”28  
From then on the concept of fundamentalist was incorporated. 
 
It is a term used very often in today’s media. We more frequently hear about a new sort of 
fundamentalist or religious fanatic atrocity committed in the world, but what does this concept 
entail. 
“Put at its broadest, it may be described as a ‘religious way of being’ that manifests itself in a 
strategy by which beleaguered believers attempt to preserve their distinctive identity as a 
people or group in the face of modernity and secularization.”29  
The concept definition of fundamentalist varies from person to person and the use of it, even 
                                                
26  Ruthven, Malise, 2005: 11 
27  ibid, 12 
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though it is widely known nowadays the term has had various meanings previous.  
One of them that describes it at a more broader term is for example: 
“All fundamentalists are generally viewed as doctrinaire followers of sacred scripture, 
dwellers in and on the past, and naïve simplifiers of complex world events involved in a 
struggle between good and evil.”30  
 
Religion is a keyword because it is religiously connected and the holy scriptures are “being 
followed“. But the concept has evolved through time. 
“Fundamentalism is only one response to the “cultural disqualification of all traditions 
bearing a unified code of meaning in a world committed to rapid change and pluralization“. 
That is, fundamentalism is a response to the questioning of the great religious traditions- 
Islam, Christianity, Judaism, Buddhism, Hinduism- in the changing world.”31  
The aspect of ethnicity and nationalism is relevant for the perception nowadays. It is now a 
transnational phenomenon that cuts across culture, and socially oriented organizations and can 
be considered a threat for the nation-state as well for the social group surrounding the 
individual. More so it is an opposite towards the modern society we know that encompasses: 
“Modernism is an ideology for a society that prizes consumer-oriented capitalism, 
competition, specialization, and mobility while repudiating hierarchy.”32  
This can very well be because of the opposition with religious ideology to political ideology, 
the development of the new instead of holding on to the old ways of living. Secularization of 
the state has given the individual freedom of religion and to choose tradition over modernity.   
 
The history behind the concept has not been as broad as today and the original form of the 
word was used in Protestant context.  
“Academics are still debating the appropriateness of using the ‘F-word’ in contexts outside 
its original Protestant setting.”33  
This is because of the history of the Protestant faith being against modernism and liberalism. 
(Antoun, Richard, 2001: 2) 
And the criticism of the New Testament has been challenged by originality of author. In Islam 
the Holy book, the Quran has not been disputed so much about the ethnicity of the author but 
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concentrates its problematic toward the nation and society lived in, if it is to pro-Western or 
corrupt.  
The Jewish context is slightly different and categorized among those who are against the state 
of Israel versus the ones who recognize holding on to Israel. (Ruthven, Malise, 2005: 6) 
 
Even-though the largest faiths today are in correlation with this concept many do not sense 
this appropriate because of the origination of the concept of fundamentalism.  
“Many academics and members of the three faiths designated by others as “fundamentalists” 
repudiate the usage of the term for themselves and, in doing so, the right of anyone else to so 
designate them. Many Jews and Muslims, in particular, deny the relevance of the term 
fundamentalist for themselves, arguing that historically the term originated with the 
Protestants at the end of the nineteenth century.”34  
 
From the past and up until now, we see the concept has changed drastically. From originally 
being connected to the truth of Protestant belief and the belief in judgment day and the after 
life, it today, has obtained a more negative condition and perception then when it originated. 
Instead of being representational for the fundamentals of ones faith, it has been labeled to the 
people of a faith, which have exaggerated and gone to extremes in the name of religion. 
“The word fundamentalism [emphasis original] has come to imply an orientation to the world 
that is anti-intellectual, bigoted, and intolerant. It is applied to those whose life-style and 
politics are unacceptable to modern, Western eyes and, most particularly, to those who would 
break down the barrier we have erected (...) between church and state. (…) ’We’ immediately 
know that ’they’ are not like us, or even worthy of our time, since clearly ’we’ cannot deal 
with ’them’. Further ’we’ would like very much to believe that we would never behave as they 
do and that we have never done so.”35 
  All though the concept of fundamentalism has evolved far from its original meaning, the 
movements we see today in the worlds largest religious traditions are very similar and 
resemble each other.  Even-though some of the religions are different there must be a 
denominator to put all these different branches of religions under the same concept, here 
being: fundamentalism.  
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2.4 Analytical perspective 
 
The reasons for our chosen theory by Stuart Hall in alliance with Lilie Chouliarakis concepts 
is that we find them relevant for what we want to analyse in this contemporary phenomenon, 
as fundementalism and the medias illustration of the terror attack in Norway.  
By the choice of our theory and concepts we eliminate the prospect of discourse analysis, 
which could have been another way to enlighten the problem.  
We use Staurt Hall to analyse the representation of meaning and the creation and maintaning 
of culture, and the conection in the difference of the other as well as stereotyping. We use the 
representation concept to investigate how Breivik is being portrayed in the media, and his 
preception of being different and an ’other’ is laid out as well as how the media analyse 
Breiviks formation of public opinion.  
With the use of this theory we constrain ourself to only enlighing these concept of the case, 
therefor we will not go in depth with any other aspect of either Stuart Halls theory nor theory 
such as concerning national identity.  
Besides Stuart Hall we have chosen discourse analyst Lilie Chouliarkis concept on TV taken 
from her report spectacular ethics, on the Iraq war, we have not chosen any discourse analysis 
concepts eventhough we are working with Lilie Chouliaraki. We are using the concepts, that 
TV can be used to shape a public opinion, deliberate and judge on current affairs, and that TV 
can be used as a spectacle to cover what is seen, felt and known and to emphazise on feelings 
and emotions. 
At last we are introducing the concept of fundamentalisme but only to be used as a tool for 
understandig the historical origin, how it was used a concept then and how it has evolved and 
is being defined in todays society.  
The recapitulation of our theory, concept and empirical data will lead os on to our analyzis.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter 3 Analysis 
 
3.1 Fox News 
The O’Reilly Factor is a daily talk show which airs on weekdays on cable network Fox News, 
the host is Bill O’Reilly, he is conservative, but referres to him self as a traditionalist due to 
his opposition agains death penalty. In his talkshow he focuses on political issues, and current 
affairs with a political angel. 
 
One of the news clip chosen for this investigation is with Bill O’Reilly, from his talkshow 
”The O’Reilly Factor” The show was aired on the 26th of July, four days after the attack 
happened in Norway. The chosen clip is called ” Media Brand Norweigian Maniac a 
’Christian Extremist” and it is 3 minutes and 51 seconds long, and is just a small fragment of 
that days show, in the clip as the headline suggestes he adresses other medias’ angel on 
Andres Breivik being a ”Christian Extremist”. 
  
A short resume of the news clip being analyzed. 
O’Reilly introduces the clip with calling Anders Breivik a mass murdere, and then setting the 
scene resumering the happenings, with a least 76 people dead in Norway. Countiniung with 
calling him a brutal fanatic, which object to the present of Muslims in Europe, afterwards 
specifiyng the actual actions on the 22nd of July with the bombing in Oslo and the gunning 
down of the youth on Utøya, and making a mark of the Norwegian police for not being able to 
get to the island, due to a lack of helicopter. He then introduces a headline from the New York 
Times saying ”As Horrors Emerge, Norway Charges Christian Extremist” he emphazises on 
the word ”Christian” and connects it with other news organisations such as the LA times and 
Reuters who has also ”played up the Christian angel”, his argumentation for this being 
impossible is that ”no one believing in Jesus commits mass murder”. He argues that Breivik 
might have called himself a Christian on the internet, but refusses to see any connection to 
Christianity, as there are no evidence that Breivik should be a member of any church as well 
as, have critised the protestant belief in general. And that the Christian angel emerged from a 
Norweigian policeman. He sees two reasons for this; the liberal media wants to coneect 
Breivik with the Oklahoma City bomber and a connection til Al Qaeda, so that we the viewer 
believes that fundmentalist Christians is a threat. The second angel as O’Reilly sees it is that 
the liberal media just do not like Christians. As Christians are to judgemental. He believes 
that the media wants to deminish Christianity and they are doing it by hightlighting Christian 
terror. He is conveninced that the primary threat on the other hand comes from Islamic 
terrorism. He ends with calling Breivik a pathetic loser, and stresses that there is no 
connection to jihad, or any worldwide Breivik movement. 
 
Analyzing the clip: 
”Meaning” is here the keyword within culture and is of importance in the way for the sense 
”of belonging to the ’world’” is seen in similar ways, so that the way of expressing feelings 
and emotions can be understood clearly. This not only relies on the person speaking but also 
for the person receiving and interpreting the information. 
With the point of departure in the quote here, what O’Reilly states in his talkshow is for us to 
interpret on, and create a ”meaning”, so that we can understand his feelings and emotions. A 
quotation from our chosen news clip can be used in order for us to shed light on his feelings 
and to start to interpreted on, what we can guess as his ’meaning’ of culture: ”Sometimes I 
think the world is going mad this Breivik guy is a loon, a mass murderer, who apperently 
acted out of rank hatred, no government supported him, no self-proclaimed terror group like 
Al Qeada payed his bills. Breivik is just another loser who caused tremendous horror by 
mudering innocent people. There is no equivalency to Jihad, no worldwide Breivik movement 
just another violent pathetic legacy stemming back to cain.”36 
O’Reilly here presents his own opinion and feelings towards the subject being discused. So as 
mentioned before in order to create a meaning we have to intepret his statement, he describes 
Breivik as a loon, and that the world has gone mad, he in no way sees Breivik as a Christian 
fundementalist, and stress that there has been no proof of this, ”Breivik is not a Christian, 
that is impossible, no one believing in Jesus commits mass murder, the man might hav called 
himself a Christian on the net, but he is certainly not of that faith. Also Breivik is not attached 
to any church and in fact has critised the Protestant belief system in general.”37 O’Reillys’ 
feelings and emotions are clear and we as the reciever interpret it in order to fit into his 
defined culture, but as we all are different the way we interpret is various aswell, as of the 
meaning of culture is based on our values, knowledge and how we use them. Hall states in our 
used theory this exact thing ”The way we as people in a culture express our thoughts and 
ideas about a representation is what gives meaning to it.” So for us to interpret on his 
perception of Breivik we have to identify O’Reillys’ perception of culture first.  
“Members of the same culture must share sets of concepts, images and ideas which enable 
them to think and feel about the world, and thus to interpret the world, in roughly similar 
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ways.”38 in connection with: “…no meaning can truly encompass the same and that no group 
can ever be in charge of what the meaning is. It is always a negotiation of two parts or more 
because for example in our case, what is meant to be fundamentalist… … we have to know 
first what does the one think of the other and on this, what meaning do they negotiate about 
each other.” 
From the identification of O’Reillys meaning of culture we can take an approach on his 
linguistic use and in line with our theory and concepts try to identify how he percieves 
Breivik as an ’other’. As the religion here been the keyword to fundamentalism, as it i 
religiously connected, and to the way the holy scriptures are being followed, the fact that 
Breivik sees himself as a Christian crusader, how O’Reilly oppose to this notion is a way for 
him to define Breiviks as an other and to alienate him from Christianity, O’Reilly in several 
cases in our chosen clip opposes to this exact thing, and again sees no evidence of this. 
“fundamentalism is a response to the questioning of the great religious traditions”, and is a 
way for Breivik here to identify him with a Christian crusader, fundamentalism is now being 
used as a label for people of a faith, it started as a protestant concept but is now being used in 
the mass media to describe people which have exaggerated and gone to the extreme in the 
name of religion, and as a Christian crusader Breivik therefor wanted to eliminated the 
“Muslim threat in Europe”, O’Reilly can emphasize with this and states as-well as he shares 
the same beliefs ”The primary threat to this world comes from Islamic terrorism.”39 But 
O’Reilly does not sympathize with Breiviks actions, and the headline from The New York 
Times ”As Horrors Emerge, Norway Charges Christian Extremist.”40 starts O’Reillys’ 
opposition towards this believe, as he belief it to be a conspiracy started by the liberal news in 
order to create a fear for Christian fundamentalism. 
 
”Once again there is no evidence, none, that this killer practise Christianity in any way. So 
why is the angel being played up? Two reasons. First the liberal media wants to make an 
equivalence between the actions of Breivik and the Oklahoma City bomber, Tim McVeigh and 
Al Qaeda. The lefts wants you to believe that fundamentalist Christians are a threat just like 
crazy Jihads are. In fact in the New York Times today an analysis piece says that some believe 
we have overreacted to the Muslim threat in the world. Off course that is absurd. Jihads have 
killed tens-of-thousands of people all over the world.”41  
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As Hall states: “Within culture the symbolic boundaries are upheld and this classification is 
supporting the stigmatization of ’others’ and defining what is pure or not. This alienation 
creates more attraction as it is outside of the cultural order and is somehow dangerous“ 
O’Reilly here upholds his own definition of culture and within this sets the boundaries, not 
only is he defining Breivik as not being pure, but he also objects to other news organizations, 
for trying to create an other towards Christianity as-well as defining Jihads’ as the other being 
outside the culture in the way he portrays them, and using words like crazy when speaking 
about them, he also later on in our chosen clip refers to Jihads’ in this way: ”And Muslims 
suicide bombers blow inocent people up almost everyday, yet once again the liberal media 
wants you to fear Christians terrorist, and going forward when jihad is mentioned you know 
Breivik and McVeigh will enter the conversation.”42  
O’Reilly stereotypes both Breivik and Jihads’ all through our clip, and creates and gives them 
essential characteristics. For Breviks case he describes him as a vicious killer, brutal fanatic, a 
loon, a mass murder, a loser and pathetic. For Muslims and Jihads’ in particular he uses words 
as, crazy, he describes them as have killed tens-of-thousands of people, Muslim suicide 
bombers, Islamic terrorism. 
O’Reilly use of words in correlation with Hall’s on how we understand the world by referring 
people into a general classification scheme into which they fit, leaves little room for the 
receiver to create our own opinion even though in the representation of the meaning it is 
argued that our interpretation in correlation with the received is what creates the meaning. For 
the stereotyping aspect he pushes on with the reason for the liberal media to play this 
Christian angel.   
 
“The second reason the liberal media is pushing the Christian angel is, they don’t like 
Christians very much, because we are to judgmental many Christian oppose abortion, gay 
marriage and legalized narcotic, secular left causes. The media understands that opposition 
is often based on religion so they want to diminish Christianity and highlighting so-called 
Christian based terror is a way to do that.”43 
He also stereotypes the media as a player whose only goal is to create a fear for the Christian 
extremist. But as it is with everything the better we know the person the easier it gets to 
categorize them.  
“But the leftwing press wants to compare nuts like Breivik and McVeigh to state sponsored 
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terrorism and worldwide Jihad, again dishonest and insane.”44 
 
By applying Lilie Chouliarakis concepts on television in general and analyzing Bill 
O’Reillys’ affect and power two of her concepts for this clip are essential. 
“Television is a form of public sphere, in which current affairs can be debated and this 
provides TV the opportunity to judge and deliberate over any issue of common interest. This 
gives TV a powerful position to, through images, to effect the public opinion.” and  
“...as public sphere of television is about spectacle, covering both what is seen and heard but 
also to emphasize emotions and arguments, it is about what is `felt´ and what is `known´.” 
O’Reilly wisely uses both of these concepts, he debate the current affairs here being the terror 
attack in Norway, he deliberates on the way Breivik is being portrayed by the liberal media 
and uses his show to portray his beliefs, by the use of powerfull words he judges Breivik and 
attempts to affect the public opinion on how he see Breivik and the case, he emphasize on 
emotions and his argumentation covers as Chouliaraki suggest what is felt and to some extent 
what is known.  
 
3.2 ABC News 
The other chosen video is from the American news channel ABC News and the clip is from 
25.7.2011 and is 3.03 minutes long. 
We will start out by giving a short summary of the news clip and then incorporate our theory 
for analyzing. 
 
The news-clip starts out with a short introduction to the story of Breivik from Robin the 
female broadcaster45. 
The event starts out with being described with 93 people being killed and the motive behind 
Breiviks agenda introduced on what he had planned on the 22nd of July 2011. 
The news clip then goes over to the male reporter Miguel Marquez reporting from Oslo, 
Norway making it more authentic. 
He explains that Breivik has been taken to court and shows pictures of the young people 
trying to hide from Breivik on the island. 
Information about him dressed as a cop without anyone becoming suspicious is given and an 
eyewitness then explains his experience of Breivik on the island. The reporter Miguel then 
goes on to explain the progress of the event with Breivik disguised as a policeman and telling 
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more about the way Breivik showed up to take the ferry over to the island. 
From there on the clip moves on to show the dead bodies on the islands shore. Another 
eyewitness is introduced and interviewed about his experience of Breivik that is also 
illustrated. 
His remote controlled bomb in Oslo is spoken about and set up as a question if it was just a 
distraction for what was about to happen on Utøya. Pictures from the streets of Oslo is shown 
and told that military and paramedics where there to help the injured people. As a round up 
for Breiviks actions his manifesto with 1500 pages is introduced and spoken about which 
reveals his intention behind his behavior.  Miguel then rounds up the report with the story of a 
lucky ten year old boy who survived being confronted with Breivik up close. 
 
 
In Stuart Hall theory, language plays a big role in the media by showing emotions and 
thoughts as representations in a culture. In combination to this the construction of meaning 
enters as-well as a strong factor of the representational system. 
The two elements combined enlighten the introduction of Breivik's case from the female 
reporter who begins with words such as 'savage shooting'46 and 'horrific massacre'47.  
  When observing the linguistics approach in the media clip the usage of words distinguish 
Breivik from being a compassionate and empathic human-being. It is this difference that is 
the signifier of the message of the news-broadcast and the opposition can be questioned 
because there is no definite opposition to a word, but more a power balance in regards to 
which word is stronger then the other. In this clip the most powerful words are linked to 
killing and such negative perceived words, and then the female news-reporter goes on to 
explain what Breivik expressed about why he wanted to do this. 
Linking it together with  Chouliaraki, the analysis of the event, that has been explained is that 
television and media is a great tool for affecting the public opinion. The portrayal of the main 
character, Breivik is portrayed in a certain way by the reporters and TV-channel and gives us 
as the viewers  certain emotions or thoughts when we see it. 
 
The motivation of Breivik is illuminated with a quote on why he committed these actions;  
”The man who confessed to the horrific massacre, that killed 93 people, has said that he 
wanted to start a revolution to take his country back from Muslims an other immigrants.”48 
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We can clearly see the distinction from Breiviks cultural perspective. He not only distances 
himself from Islam but also immigrants, and with this said he then kills some of the youth of 
the Norwegian people is very strange. This man is in no way for multicultural development 
and strikes us as insane just from the introduction of the news-clip.  
Nevertheless he uses the word revolution as if he is on a great revolutionary warfare.  
“Hours before his murderous rampage he posted this disturbing video an 1500 pages 
manifesto online. Its a racist, anti-Islamic rant, calling on European right-wingers to 
embrace martyrdom.”49 
The crusader of Christianity has arrived and has marked his entrance with the manifest he has 
written and feels that his actions was needed and gave meaning to him for the sake of his fight 
for the right cause and martyrdom. But in this way we can compare the modern concept of 
fundamentalism: 
“All fundamentalists are generally viewed as doctrinaire followers of sacred scripture, 
dwellers in and on the past, and naïve simplifiers of complex world events involved in a 
struggle between good and evil.”50  
His meaning can be interpreted as the fight for good and evil, and of course if he should say it 
himself he would probably testify for being on the good side.  
Unto his perception and his function of meaning, to do this act in the name of revolution made 
clearly sense for him and it is through this that his value is created, through his actions.  
According to Stuart Hall: 
”… we give things meaning by how we represent them - the words we use about them, the 
stories we tell about them, the images of them we produce, the emotions we associate with 
them, the ways we classify and conceptualize them, the values we place on them.”51  
Now he has been taken to court and will be judged of the clean cut legislation defined by the 
government, and has to take responsibility. Not only by the judge of the court but also from 
the population of Norway and audience of the world that has been following the situation 
through the mass media. He “... will explain himself in court...”52 And in the illustration of 
Breivik in this news clip it shows that he is a cold man with no remorse and was 
understanding of his actions and we will be explaining further why this is our perception 
through the analysis.  
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 When looking at the news clip, it shows that his actions do not correlate with the acceptance 
of the common mainstream culture of Norway or America.  
 If we read between the lines the usage of the words already in the introduction gives us a 
sense of him being a deviant and the consequences of his actions are not seen with positive 
eyes.  
This is because it is not considered being a great idea by the majority to do this and the 
identification with him is little. This is not a part of the normal 'way of life' or connected to 
the 'shared values' of the society. As Stuart Hall says. 
“Signs stand for or represent our concepts, ideas and feelings in such a way as to enable 
others to ‘read’, decode or interpret their meaning in roughly the same way that we do.”53 
There is not a 'shared meaning' interpreted in the scenario of his actions, neither with the 
bombings in the capital or on the island. 
His killings of innocent people without feeling any criminal responsibility54 will either make 
people distance themselves more from him and also evoke curiosity to why he chose to 
behave in such a way if we go with Stuart Halls infatuation of the 'other'. 
 
The clip continues with Breiviks plan, shown as Chouliaraki would call it as a 'this is what we 
see', where moving images are accompanied by a voice over while describing the visual 
action through story telling, such as a subjective narration. We get presented to a image of 
him dressing up as an authoritative figure, such as a policeman, shown in the clip while he is 
aiming around with his gun describing the visual action.  
” One witness we spoke to says: he was so convincing as a cop, that officials from the island 
even came over to the ferry here, checked his credentials and let him on.”55 
He could much more easily get on the ferry to the island and signaled a figure of trust for 
people to rely on him in such a situation and is well considered and thought of. 
When he enters the island the reporter continues explaining in a way that appeals to the 
emotions and thoughts of being frightened and try to elaborate on the situation as well as he 
can. The next quote is illustrated by Chouliaraki's element of another 'this is what we see'. 
“It's a picture of horror. Teens barricade themselves in a cabin, madresses against the door, 
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their faces frozen in terror.”56 
This quote is an illustration of the words used taking the victims side and trying to make it 
clear for the viewers to have a mental picture of the horrible situation on the island of Utøya. 
This can also be connected to how the shaping of public opinion takes place through the news 
clip by the use of the term 'space of appearance'. The staging of it and the use of the language, 
is very describing with verbs that leave an impression. They are naturally put in to give a 
subjective feeling about the case. 
“Butler uses the term in the way as public sphere of television is about spectacle, covering 
both what is seen and heard but also to emphasize emotions and arguments, it is about what 
is `felt´ and what is `known´.”(Chouliaraki) 
By appealing to feelings and emotions the shaping of public opinion becomes stronger and 
more effective in regards to the audience. 
When looking into Stuart Halls theory of 'Otherness' we find that; 
“Representation is a complex business and, especially when dealing with ’difference’, it 
engages feelings, attitudes and emotions and it mobilizes fears and anxieties in the viewer, at 
deeper levels ...”57 
Breivik appeals to the representation of difference and of being the 'other' in this case because 
he is not 'common' or like normal people, he has planned this for such a long time and no one 
knew. He represents himself outwards to other people as being completely 'normal' and 
regular human-being. 
 
With the testimony from eye witnesses the element of 'voiceover' from Chouliaraki is in over 
this report as well, not only contributing to the emotional side but also giving us a personal 
point of view.  
The reporter interviewed an eye witness, Erik Kursetgjerdg a young Norwegian male saying: 
“It was just like going around killing people like it was no deal.”58 
If we apply the second concept of difference the dialogue is essential in the creation of 
meaning that is constantly being produced, negotiated and exchanged- through actions that 
give values meaning. In the case of the dialogues in the interview with the eye-witness there is 
no doubt that the witnesses had a strong personal encounter with Breivik and that the reporter 
is trying to get this through to us by inserting precisely the chosen sentences.  
Another eye witness, Adrian Pracon said:  
                                                
56  ABC News, Anders Behring Breivik to Face Judge in Norway, 25/7/2011, 00.38 min 
57  Hall, Stuart, 1997: 226 
58ABC News, Anders Behring Breivik to Face Judge in Norway, 25/7/2011, 00.50 min 
”I could hear his breathing, and i could also feel his boots very near me, and i could feel the 
warmth from the barrel when he pointed the trigger”59  
He only survived because he played dead and goes on explaining what more happened; 
”He yelled, I'm going to kill you all and ee was very accurate on where he was shooting.”60 
It is not hard to tell what the news-clip want to express in these quotes, and describes very 
well a capture of the moment when Breivik is on the island and attacking the youth. 
He is outside the classificatory system here because of his actions as a terrorist against his 
own nation. When remembering back to when it just happened the media was contemplating 
about which type of fundamentalist would do this and he disturbed this structured cultural 
understanding and order by committing this action because the categorization got mixed up 
and not in place. The unwritten rules and norms was shattered and Breivik continued on his 
rampage. 
 
The use of words such as 'horrific' continues through out the clip and shows the dead bodies 
on the shore with Chouliaraki's 'once upon a time' with a voiceover on the clip showing 
images and speaking about kids getting shot and another picture with voiceover telling about  
pleading victims in the water, one of them with his hands up getting shot as well61. 
There is no safety place and evokes a fear and anxiety in the receiver of the media clip. We 
cannot comprehend or relate to his actions and do not understand it. 
The remote controlled bombings in Oslo is reported about62 with voiceover as well with 
storytelling of 'once upon a time', going back to where no one expected anything like this to 
happen. 
“But this was just the warm up act, Breiviks real target, Utøya island. A camp for the nations 
aspiring politicians”63  
We are here let in on the plan of Breivik, at the beginning we were introduced to his 
motivation as a revolutionist but now we are initiated in how Breivik wants to make this a 
reality. 
Throughout this hole description there is only one place where they depict Breivik as being 
human and having just a little bit of compassion. 
It is at the end, and is a story about little 10 year old boy under gun point yelling at Breivik:  
“You just killed my father, I'm only ten years old I don't deserve to die. And Breivik did not 
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pull the trigger.”64 
 
The definition and terms used in the chosen media broadcast is representing Breivik as a 
heartless murderer, who kills children, and innocent people. He is extremely right winged and 
has written a manifesto on Christian crusading. He has a mission to save Europe and that is 
why he planted bombs in Oslo and murdered politically engaged children on Utøya island. 
The stereotyping of him clearly comes across when he is portrayed in such a way that he does 
not fit into the most well known and accepted classificatory systems and categorizations we 
have created. The attributes he is been given is membership of being: male, white, killer, 
Christian to mention a few. Through out the video we get more and more information about 
him, his intentions, motivation and plan and this helps us concentrate and gradually categorize 
him and his personality. The only thing that leaves us in a state of confusion is the ending 
story about the ten year old boy who was not shot, because it changed the system of his 
categorization of typing. 
When we see the video we get a feeling of him being a fundamentalist  right at the beginning 
of the clip, and at the end with the showing of his manifesto. We almost right away get a 
feeling of distance towards a man that can be able to do such a thing and thoughts in our head 
arise concerning acceptability. 
“.... ’We’ immediately know that ’they’ are not like us, or even worthy of our time, since 
clearly ’we’ cannot deal with ’them’. Further ’we’ would like very much to believe that we 
would never behave as they do and that we have never done so.”65 
This distancing is also a contrast to Stuart Hall’s infatuation of the other which we will come 
further into in the discussion. 
 
I we look at the video from a general perspection through the eyes of Chouliaraki, then this 
type of video would be under the element of  'update'. (Chouliaraki, Lilie, 2005:149) 
“In the ‘update’, it is description that establishes this factual correspondence between  
the person and the outside world, by connecting verbal with visual text.”66 
The combination of ‘this is what we see’ and the constant voiceover is telling a real life story 
and we are the receivers of this. We cannot be receiving this without becoming biased by the 
reporters’ own view and way of interpreting their gathered data.  
The clip appeals in such a great deal to our emotions and fears that we get effected by the 
illustration of the news shown, and thereby also giving us a predetermined opinion about the 
case. 
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3.3 Analysis conclusion 
 
On the basis of our findings we came to the conclusion that we have to be aware of different 
perspectives and presentations within the chosen videos. We wanted to find out what 
similarities and differences there is and compare them here as well.  
Our theory has helped us to construct a better understanding of what is being showed and to 
read between the lines of what has been unsaid.  
The main thing to be aware of is that the two videos are depicting different things. The first 
analysis of the video clip is from O'Reilly's talk-show while the other video is from a news 
program. 
The difference between them is, that in the talk-show it is the host that is the central point of 
departure, while the news-broadcast has to be somewhat objective for the presented 
perspective of the news. 
 
The similarities in the two different videos are: 
The main representation of Breivik is clearly outlined as not being part of the culturally 
'shared values' and his actions are irrational and outside the norm of the majority of people. 
Both clips are taking a distance at Breiviks actions and none of them even remotely tries to 
identify with him and his own constructed 'meaning'.  
The representation of Breivik in both clips shows him as being somewhat insane, a killer and 
murderer and they both despise his actions. The O'Reilly show goes more in subjective 
opinionated describing mode, whereas Abc-News has a more storytelling approach that 
contains as little subjectivity as they can.  
 
The differences between the videos is that in O'Reilly's clip from Fox news, he is distancing 
himself and the Christian angle from such actions that Breivik has delivered and condemning 
it. While he is trying to take focus away from the link between Breivik and Christianity he 
makes  more attention towards Islamic fundamentalism and states that this far more 
dangerous. 
 
In contrast to this the Abc-clip tries to explain the progress of the Breivik affair and presents 
empirical data in form of where this all took place in Norway and takes use of introducing eye 
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witnesses telling their own experience of the scenario with Breivik.  
The comparison between the two videos is that O'Reilly's and Abc- news appeal to the 
public's emotions. The difference between them is while O'Reilly has to address more to 
peoples emotions he simultaneously keeps coming up with his own fabricated version of facts 
and delivering them to the public. 
Abc-news is more organized concrete foundation of delivered reliable facts, especially with 
the pictures and eye witnesses the credibility and validity of the broadcast is heightened.  
The clip is approximately three minutes long but there is so much information and pictures 
that is delivered within a short period of time that in order for us to comprehend all the given 
data we watched the videos over and over again to be able to get all the usable data for our 
analysis. 
 
Even-though we have to be careful not to trust any data blindly because they are all to some 
extend bias towards their own political agenda and trying to effect us, the public opinion with 
their points and views.   
We clearly see in these clips that TV is a powerful tool for leaving an impression on the 
public and that it has an advantage to be in a position to impact views and beliefs on others. 
Because this can lead to the majority of people to adapt and support ones views in order to get 
more powerful. 
Not only do they help shape the public opinion in this way but also are the judges to current 
affairs in our society. What is acceptable and what is not comes into play, and we will be 
elaborating further on it in our discussion. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter 4  
4.1 Discussion 
 
The shaping of the public opinion from Lilie Chouliaraki comes into play when regarding the 
aspect of position for the media. It relates to Stuart Halls theory, that the media is the one that 
helps in constructing cultural acceptability through the 'shared values' and 'meanings' that we 
interpret the world in same approximate view. 
Meaning is not only helpful for our understanding but also regulates our behavior and conduct 
through the impressions we receive.  
“Therefore the element of power enters and the ones who wish to govern and in somewhat try 
to control the behavior and ideas in people will try to regulate the development, which within 
the meaning is created in order to uphold the culture.”67 
The media (or the ones who own them) is a tool for regulation and shaping of the public to 
conform them to the way they want their comprehension of meaning to be . Their political 
agenda is set forward either indirectly or directly as in The O'Reilly factor and news 
programs, and all of us who see's it are impacted consciously and unconsciously by the 
bombardment of information and impressions we receive through it. We might not always be 
aware of the hidden messages and unspoken words between the lines, but this is also a 
regulation on conduct and adaptability on how we tolerate certain behavior and to what we 
find acceptable.  
 
 In that way, the people do as expected from them by the given norms and unwritten rules in 
society or community, and follows the stream without any questions or doubt. We are not 
saying that we should do everything opposite of how we are learned to behave, but we cannot 
blindly trust someone because they are an authoritative figure such as a policeman or a doctor 
just to give an example. 
This also correlates to the notion of what is acceptable and what is not in our society. In the 
case of Breivik his actions is not acceptable, only for a minor percentage. And what the media 
wants us to do is to uphold these structured norms so that we condemn this kind of behavior. 
 
When we were searching for our empirical data going through news sites and Youtube we 
saw that some people left comments that said Breivik is a hero for-example. This is not the 
point we get across when we analyzed the videos from the mainstream media, on the contrary 
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the medias portrayal of him declared him irrational, insane and out of touch with reality.  
The culturally accepted conduct has been crossed out by Breiviks action and the acceptability 
is not in any way to be tolerated or seen as a part of culture.  
”The man who confessed to the horrific massacre, that killed 93 people, has said that he 
wanted to start a revolution to take his country back from Muslims an other immigrants.”68 
It is absurd to want to kill people at all, but then to state the specific religiously affiliated 
persons one wants to eradicate by going killing his 'own' people is so strange and has left us 
with a question-mark remaining with how his opinion and meaning has been shaped. 
 
The definition and understanding of the concept, fundamentalism has developed through time 
and has changed its representation of meaning to another. If we look at Stuart Halls 
description of meaning and how it is constructed we see that; 
“Through this interaction the struggle of meaning occurs when a word is given another 
association then originally. Modification is meet in the dialogue with the words that we use 
and speak and is transformed from one to another. The critic of his theory is however that no 
meaning can truly encompass the same and that no group can ever be in charge of what the 
meaning is. It is always a negotiation of two parts or more because for example in our case, 
what is meant to be fundamentalist whether is a Christian or an Islamic one. Because we have 
to know first what does the one think of the other and on this, what meaning do they negotiate 
about each other.”69 
 
This goes very well with the discoveries of what the concept of fundamentalism originated as 
and what is has become. Because other religions such as Islam and Judaism do not have the 
same perspective when they are called fundamentalists due to the fact that it is outside their 
territory of conception. The medias illustration of the concept has become increasingly wide 
in the last years because of crimes committed in the name of religion and has turned the 
original meaning into something different, and related different religions under the same 
concept of fundamentalism. Now as its broadest perception it is seen as: 
“Put at its broadest, it may be described as a ‘religious way of being’ that manifests itself in a 
strategy by which beleaguered believers attempt to preserve their distinctive identity as a 
people or group in the face of modernity and secularization.”70  
Of course no one is really in charge of a given meaning, but when we hear and associate 
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certain words in a given context enough times the mutual understanding and interpretation 
becomes almost similar for the majority who watches the same sort of news and hears this 
linkage of words to certain situations.  
“Within culture the symbolic boundaries are upheld and this classification is supporting the 
stigmatization of ’others’ and defining what is pure or not. This alienation creates more 
attraction as it is outside of the cultural order and is somehow dangerous.”71    
With this quote from Stuart Hall another dilemma arises, because in the terms of describing 
fundamentalism, another perspective is seen from the 'other'.  Here Stuart Hall sees the 'other' 
as dangerous but attractive, while the perspective of the fundamentalist concept is quite 
different. 
“The word fundamentalism [emphasis original] has come to imply an orientation to the world 
that is anti-intellectual, bigoted, and intolerant. It is applied to those whose life-style and 
politics are unacceptable to modern, Western eyes and, most particularly, to those who would 
break down the barrier we have erected (...) between church and state. (…) ’We’ immediately 
know that ’they’ are not like us, or even worthy of our time, since clearly ’we’ cannot deal 
with ’them’. Further ’we’ would like very much to believe that we would never behave as they 
do and that we have never done so.”72 
 
It is so far away from attraction as it can be as of we could never imagine such a thing to 
happen especially not in our own culture and society. We take as much distance as we can and 
the concepts definition has definitely changed towards a negative conception. It has become a 
struggle of 'us against them' and is clear-cut out in the quote above. That is also why the 
perception of Breivik being a terrorist was correct, but to many it was a big chok that he was a 
Christian fundamentalist because people deeply want to believe that such things never happen 
here were they live and has never happened before. The sense of denial is not hard to find as 
fundamentalism can be dwelling all around the world connected to any kind of religion or 
ideology.   
 
The illustrations in the video clips did show different ways on how Breivik was beeing 
portrayed through out the media. And we were interested in how the notion of 
fundamentalism had been labelled on him. But O'Reilly and the ABC-news did not mention 
fundamentalism in correlation to Breivik. O'Reilly's remarks and judgment of Breivik was 
more related towards his insanity and that he was a killer. As he separated the relation of 
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Christianity from Breivik and noted that Islamic fundamentalists are the real threat. By doing 
so he is also representing Breivik as the 'other' with absolutely no affiliation to him or his 
faith.  
In the ABC-news clip they mentioned his manifesto but did not mention Breivik as a 
fundamentalist. If we go back to the more modern understanding of what fundamentalist is, 
Breivik is very much a part of the modern notion. He wants to eradicate what is different for 
him, and preserve his and his nations identity as a people.  
The distancing and turning Breivik into the 'other' here is what the media is doing in this case. 
The impression we got from the media and from our own perspective is that we somehow 
want to know and understand why he committed these actions, but at the same time we are 
also alienating him as the 'other', the 'murderer' and the 'insane killer'. 
It can be an advantage to call somebody crazy and distance oneself and ones correlated social 
group from them, when it comes to representation and rationality in a given situation, but the 
ones that are in power and controlling the TV channels are the ones who choose how this 
illustration shall take place and of whom it should happen with. That is why some religious 
fundamentalists are represented in one way in the media, while others are in a different way. 
 
We could of course haven taken another perspective than fundamentalism. We could have 
shifted our focus toward national identity and belonging to the nation state for-example. It 
might also have been from the aspect of terrorism to enlighten how the concept is used and 
interpreted in Breiviks case and the modern world.  
Many doors where open for us, but we chose the concept we found most misunderstood and 
biased from the medias point of view.  As of almost everybody gets their news information 
from the news shows on TV, and we found this very interesting to look at how is the media 
effecting us and shaping our understanding of the world. 
One of the things we found hard was the search for empirical data, because even though this 
case is from 2011 and is new, the news clips from the Danish TV channels where almost 
impossible to find after months had passed, and when we looked up the different videos in 
English the concept of fundamentalism were highly represented.  
Our first point of departure when starting out with the project was to look into the notion of 
fundamentalism and how the media could guess and deliver half-truths to the world when 
they were not even sure who Breivik was. The medias guessing of Breiviks affiliation was not 
to a certain religion when the bombs went of in Oslo and the shootings happened in Utøya. 
We first heard that he was an Islamic terrorist, then they changed his representation to 
Christian and then the concept of fundamentalism slowly slipped out of the broadcasts 
concerning him, which stroked us as odd. Because even-though we know that the media is 
biased concerning the West and the East part of the world, the connection between religion 
and fundamentalism was not blown as into proportions as it would have been with other 
terrorist attacks, had it been connected to Hinduism or Buddhism just to take an example.  
Also we wanted to learn more about the semiotic use of signs in the media that helps to define 
and shape the public opinion, because if You are aware of manipulation You can better avoid 
it.  
  Of course we mean that the actions of Breivik is not acceptable, and we do not accept any 
type of killing of innocent people in any way, but it has been interesting to see how the notion 
of fundamentalist has been used and not been taken in use in our chosen video clips in the 
case of the Norwegian terrorist.  
 
As we have mentioned both in our theory chapter and used the concepts in our analysis the 
discussion of how and to what extent TV can shape a public opinion and how effective the 
use of a camera is, this perception comes to play. We have discovered what we might already 
know, just how effective the use of camera is, and how it is used in the attempt of shaping 
public opinion. Televison and the news organisations choose what is aired in the news, and by 
their choice they also deselect other news, as there is not room in the news for everything that 
happens around the world. So for the public who rely on the news programs on a daily basis, 
and are only provided with the news they recieve through TV, the people who do not search 
for news e.g. online, are powerless against the news broadcasts perception of reality. The 
broadcast can by the chosen images and quotes used in the clips be used to shape the public 
opinion. As we se in the talk-show clip with Bill O’Reilly, which is the most watched show 
on any cablenetwork station for years. Bill O’Reilly not only deselect everything that does not 
fit in his perception of how the world is, and in corredance to him should be, but also creates 
to some extent fact so they fit his stories, with out having valid facts to back it up. Just shown 
in his clip he claims that Islamic fundamentalist have killed tens-of-thousands of people over 
the last years. He has no statistic to back him up on this claim, and for his kind of ”news” 
show he does not need it, as for a talk-show, he as the host is the sender, and it is his opinion 
we as the viewer are presented with, he is of course backed up by the broadcasting station in 
which he is employed, as they share the same political views. Fox News is said to be the 
right-wing stronghold, and several news host has either been fired or sanctioned against for 
racist or right-winged comments. A new report from the Fairleigh University has shown that 
people who only get their news from Fox News are less informed than people who do not 
watch any TV news. The point in which they are less informed is on the international news, in 
comparison are the people who read the New York Times, the news organisation O’Reilly 
critizises, are most informed on current news affairs.73 This report is a natural point of 
departure to critizise the validity and credibility of our emperical data, as of the people who 
do not whatch news at all they are better off than people who watch Fox News. Can we then 
call it our emperical data from Fox News, news? By the choice of our exact video clip, it was 
to analyse the extreme, and we have been aware of the validity issue, and the case of the 
extreme and self created facts, both in our choice of The O’Reilly Factor and in our analyzis, 
we have argued for that the culture and meaning which was presented at all time was 
O’Reillys’ own perception. We were provoked by his comments as his clip was the starting 
point for our investigation, we were surprised by the comments he made and the level of self-
denial there was being presented in the clip to the notion of Breivik not being of Christian 
faith, it could be argued that to some extent O’Reilly can be right with his fact of not finding 
Breivik to belong to any church, but as the Norwegian do not have the same membership to 
churches as American do and the fact that Breivk saw him self as a Christian crusader, and 
posted a video online as well as a 1500 pages manifesto claiming to be a Christian crusader, 
you can not neglect the Christian angel nor dismiss Breviks sense of belonging to Christianity 
just by the fact that people who believe in Jesus do not commit mass murder. O’Reilly 
constructs his show on fear, but not on fear to Christian Extremists, as they only exist in the 
liberal media, the fear is on the Islamic terrorist.  
Eventhough we do not agree with the perspective of reality that Bill O’Reilly presents, we 
still have to keep in mind that he hosts the most watched show and that some people only 
recieves their news from Fox News, so for us to understand the perception and his creation of 
culture in alliance with our chosen concepts in our theory we have to give him that credit and 
this creates a validity for us to use it in our investigation.  
For our other clip we ended up chosing a clip aired on another Americian news broadcast 
ABC News, we started out wanting to chose a news clip from either Denmark or Norway, but 
struggeled with finding a news clip that covered the aspect we wanted to investigate and we 
could not get access to any clip from the days after the attack from DR(Danmarks Radio), we 
found a clip from Norwegian TV2, we could have used but as we found it on Youtube, we 
could not find any validation such as when it was aired, so in that way we ended up with the 
clip from ABC News. The fact that we have chosen two clips as the use of emperical data 
both from the United States can to some extent be critised, as the event happened in our 
neighboring country, and there is a differences in the way Americans and Europeans,  as well 
as Scandinavians produce news. It can be argued that an American news update would 
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distance them more than a Scandinavian news update that as in Scandinavia it had happened 
close to home. For the other clip we emphazised that it should be objective first and foremost, 
it should describe the event, and in an obejective way present Anders Breivik and his actions, 
as it then ended up being an American News update that provided us with the opportunity to 
compare two way of presenting this with in the same country. The critic of ABC News is that 
even-though they claim to be a political neutral news broadcasting organisation, they are still 
privately owned by the Walt Disney organisation and that in our perception makes them of a 
slight conservative belief, and not to the same extent as Fox News. The chosen clip from the 
25th of July is objective towards Anders Breivik and only touches upon his actions and by eye 
witnesses and official reports tell the story of what happened. The clip is presented the same 
way as the Danish news, a news anchor starts with presenting the story and afterwards shifts 
to a reporter who is at the center of the ”action” creating  realibility to the story told, as he is 
there and gets all the newest updates, and have had the opportunity to speak with persons who 
survived the attack, providing the story with a deeper level, to what have happened.  
With a story that evolves as quick as the story in Norway the numbers of deaths differ from 
the clip from ABC News to the Fox News show, which aires the day after. It shows an 
uncertainty in the validity of the numbers being presented in the news when it concerns the 
covering of news there it almost evolves on an hourly basis, and it shows the difficulties in 
news attempts to cover the news when it is provided with incomplete statistics and the eager 
to provide the public with updates, it then sometimes become more a matter of reporting the 
actions and then clearify any made mistakes.  
Our first idea was to chose news clips we could use to show the evolving of the attack and the 
news reporters first assumption of the attacker being an Islamic fundamentalist and then 
investigate in the shift when it was realised that the attacker Anders Breivik was instead a 
self-proclaimed Christian fundamentalist, but this showed to be to big of an investigation as it 
would have called for several other news clips, which have had to be analyzed as well and 
might not have provided us with the information we had hoped for and have changed our 
investigation and findings. The result with two clips with the same national origin, but with 
different focuses and agenda provided us with emperical data needed for us in order to 
investigate the angel we focused on.  
 
 
 
 
 
4.2 Conclusion 
 
On the basis of our findings we found that our case study with comparative element answered 
our problem formulation quite well. 
Because we wanted to know “To what extent is Anders B. Breivik represented in the notion of 
fundamentalism in the media?“ 
 
To find out the answer to this question we had the help of Stuart Hall's theory and the terms 
used on the media from Lilie Chouliaraki. In our quest to find out what and how the 
representation of Breivik was shown we had to define the concept of fundamentalism. 
By the help of our research questions: 
* How is the reason for his actions represented in the media? 
* How is the otherness and differences illustrated in the news? 
We were guided towards which approach we should take in order to reach the outcome our 
problem formulation. 
 
We took point of departure in Stuart Hall’s theory and investigated the medias crucial role by 
the help of Lilie Chouliaraki on shaping public opinion, among other terms. This brought us 
closer to the view of difference in Breiviks case with our chosen empirical data in form of the 
two video clips. 
When creating our problem formulation we did not have in mind that both news clips would 
have been from America, but through out our search for data the path lead us to this outcome. 
   
Of course the reliability and validity can be questioned because our qualitative approach with 
only two clips both from America to compare this notion of fundamentalism with but we tried 
to find two contrasting videos that would illustrate the difference in the representation of 
Breivik. 
 Even-though one of them is from a TV-show and the other from a news program the 
depiction of Breivik did not change as much as we were thinking to begin with in the notion 
of fundamentalism. 
Of course O'Reilly was much more subjective and straightforward with his views on Breivik, 
but ABC-news used their linguistic approach to portray him as irrational as-well but did so 
more discretely while telling the story of what and how Brevik committed these felonies.  
In the chosen clips we found that none of our reporters linked Breivik to the notion of 
fundamentalism. How this can be is very strange especially after the medias guessing like a 
quiz show for the first typing and categorization of Breivik.  
In both clips he was shown as the 'other' not a part of the majority, but still he was also seen 
as the 'other' in relation to fundamentalism because the media did not link him to it. There 
where a double alienation of him, so much so that he is now represented and categorized as a 
murderer and killer, but not a fundamentalist. Is it because the contemporary shared meaning 
and understanding of the concept is so far away from any correlation to the West that the 
American media chose to completely dismiss this categorization?  
We do not know, but what we do know is that his representation was not pleasant and it 
should not be either, because of his committed actions, but we must not be carried away with 
the reflection and bias of the media. Whether it is in connected to this case or another. We 
must try to find as much data that has different sources in order to collect the puzzle for it to 
become more objective and reliable, without any hidden political agenda. 
Because yes, the news-reporters are supposed to be objective but when we are dealing with 
people, emotions and thoughts it is hard not to be just a little bit colored by ones perception of 
life and experience.  
Throughout our investigation we found that Breivik is to a very little extend if any, 
represented as a fundamentalist in the American media, and even though he appears as being 
one with his manifesto and his own words of being a revolutionist and wanting to become a 
martyr, it is not enough to link him to the notion of fundamentalism. If all this evidence is not 
enough, we do not know what is.   
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